GENERAL COMMENTS
Thank you for the opportunity to review this document. Comments include; -Inconsistent use of dietitian and dietician -While the scope is outlined, it seems slightly disjointed that food service dietitians in practice and dietetic students are both included, as students are not necessarily intending to work in food service and are exposed to a range of domains. Some generic content related to this topic is likely taught without a food service lens. It may be more consistent to look at practicing dietitians (in any domain) and students.
-Some incomplete sentences (i.e. line 137).
-Will there be any criteria for the grey literature that is included? -What will the criteria for learning related to the food service domain be (line 211)? I.e. how will a judgement be made on pedagogical approaches at a first year generic level that may teach environmental sustainability that underpins skills/knowledge required for food service, but not explicitly be linked to food service practice? -Most of the focus in the introduction is in the Australian context, but line 261 states that the review will summarise the work being undertaken internationally. It is worth considering more international context earlier in the document.
-Dates are not included.
-Line 67 notes reference to English language, it is not clear if non-English literature will be removed/excluded.
REVIEWER
Emily Truman University of Calgary, Canada REVIEW RETURNED 16-Jul-2019 GENERAL COMMENTS This is a scoping review protocol outlining a proposed study of all available literature on foodservice dietitian and dietetic student education around environmental sustainability. Overall, the introduction framing is excellent, carefully explaining the need for education around environmental sustainability for dieticians. The methods and analysis section is generally well explained, although some further clarification is needed around a number of minor points. These include: the inclusion of theses (emergent literature), the use of Google Scholar for grey literature, and data extraction around different study types and methodological approaches. These concerns are outlined below, along with a number of other small corrections required.
Line 65: If theses are to be included, they should be mentioned in the methods section of the abstract in addition to the "strengths and limitations" section.
Lines 86-88: citation required for impact of climate change on physical and mental health. Additionally, please provide a few examples of these impacts to help the reader better understand this connection.
Line 94: what is the total amount of emissions represented by 7%? Qualifying this amount in another form (e.g., tonnes) would increase the impact of this statement.
Line 115: add a comma following the word "sustainability".
Line 143: the words "summarising" and "consultation" should not be capitalized. Lines 189-90: suggest adding the word "also" following "The term 'nutritionist' has" in order to clarify that both terms are used in the search string (as outlined in table 1).
Line 204: Suggest adding "Members of" to the beginning of the sentence: "The research team…".
Line 206-7: Suggest specifying the following: "Papers identified for inclusion by each reviewer will then be compared…" .
Lines 216-19: what about study type/methods? Given the diversity of approaches associated with scoping review data (acknowledged by the authors elsewhere in the manuscript as a strength of the scoping review approach) wouldn't it be useful to extract and summarize this information? Otherwise, how will the data from summary articles and commentaries (which do not necessarily describe specific interventions) be accurately captured? Thank you for this feedback. The team have considered the inclusion of these databased and have concluded that we will attempt to search these databases.
We have clarified the search strategy for these databases by adding "The search strategy used to identify resources within these databases is detailed in Table 1 ." And have amended table 1 to reflect this.
Line 184-190
Line 287
Line 195will duplicates be removed manually or through automation?
Will any other program such as Covidence be used to support screening?
I encourage authors to reconsider their decision not to undertake quality assessments.
That "all types of literature on the topic will be included" is an insufficient justification. RCTs can have key limitations that are not identified if a quality Thank you for this very helpful insight. The manuscript has been edited to add: "duplicates will be automatically removed, and then manually checked for any duplicates that were not identified."
Covidence will not be used as Endnote has been chosen as the software to manage this scoping review. There is insufficient justification for exclusion of papers not published in English. All papers that are digitised translate well through use of Google Translate which is free to use. This will remove the language bias that authors have chosen to accept. Papers then that are not able to be translated (ie unable to be obtained in a digital copy) can then be excluded.
literature, editorials and opinion pieces, as the purpose of a scoping review is to identify all information on a new and emerging topic. This purpose has been reflected in the aims of the study and the description of a scoping review.
The manuscript has been edited to add: "The included papers will not undergo a quality assessment, as a scoping review "does not seek to assess quality of evidence"
Thank you. We agree with your feedback and have changed the wording of the manuscript to enhance the clarity of this point.
"Papers identified which are not written in the English will be translated into English."
Lines 126 and 135
Lines 254-256
Reviewer 2
Line 65-66
Reviewer Comments Description of revisions Location of revision/s -Inconsistent use of dietitian and dietician Thank you for this feedback. The manuscript has been edited to ensure that this term is spelt consistently throughout. "Dietician" has been used in the search strategy, to enable identification of international literature
Line 120
-While the scope is outlined, it seems slightly disjointed that food service dietitians in practice and dietetic students are both included, as students are not necessarily intending to work in food service and are exposed to a range of domains. Some generic content related to this topic is likely taught without a food service lens. It may be more consistent to look at practicing dietitians (in any domain) and students.
Thank you for this feedback. The intention of the scoping review is to identify how dietetic students learn about environmental sustainability across the domains (as the students may become foodservice dietitians) and to focus on currently practicing foodservice dietitians to determine how they learn about environmental sustainability. This acknowledges the lifelong learning continuum.
The manuscript has been edited to more clearly reflect the focus of this -Most of the focus in the introduction is in the Australian context, but line 261 states that the review will summarise the work being undertaken internationally. It is worth considering more international context earlier in the document.
Thank you for this feedback. We have reviewed the whole manuscript to ensure that the context of this work is international.
Minor changes have been made to achieve this. As Australia has been used as an example, we have edited Line 92: "As an example of the impact healthcare has on carbon emissions, in Australia…" Thank you for this feedback. We have added the citation.
To address this, we have added in examples such as heat stroke, asthma, injury, death and depression to provide the reader with a greater understanding Lines 86-88
Lines 85-86
Thank you for this helpful insight. We have edited the manuscript (including the abstract) to reflect this change.
Lines 30 and 93
Thank you we have made this change.
Line 116
Line 143: the words "summarising" and "consultation" should not be capitalized.
Thank you. The capitalisation has been removed from the manuscript.
Line 143
Lines 163-4: Unclear why this statement is included here, is it not part of the inclusion criteria?
Thank you for this feedback. We specified this because we want it to be a primary outcome, not an outcome that was discovered and reported on secondary to the primary purpose of the paper.
("Furthermore, learning about environmental sustainability should be a primary objective of literature to be included in the review") Lines 189-90: suggest adding the word "also" following "The term 'nutritionist' has" in order to clarify that both terms are used in the search string (as outlined in table 1).
Thank you for this feedback. We have made this change.
Line 198
Line 204: Suggest adding "<b>Members of</b>" to the beginning of the sentence: "The research team…".
Line 213
Line 206-7: Suggest specifying the following: "Papers identified for inclusion <b>by each reviewer</b> will then be compared…" .
Thank you for this feedback. We have made this change. Thank you for this feedback. Table 2 has now been removed and appears under 'Strengths and Limitations of this study" however this point has been removed.
Lines 58-68 The point here is that I think that the published literature in the area will be limitedand the academic content of teaching entry level dietitians will be found in the unit guidesand will therefore be excluded from this review.
VERSION 2 -AUTHOR RESPONSE

Reviewer recommendations
Reviewer Page 11, line 191: "attempt to search the databases" is quite at odds with the statement in the abstract of "grey literature will also be identified by searching theses databases, 45 professional bodies databases" (page 3) etc. Are you going to search the databases? Do you have the relevant access? If so, "attempt to" should be removed from the inserted text.
Thank you for this feedback. We have removed 'attempt to' from the text.
Line 189 I think that an additional limitation should be added: That unit guides of accredited courses who prepare Nutrition & Dietetic students to entry level are not being systematically searched. The point here is that I think that the published literature in the area will be limitedand the academic content of teaching entry level dietitians will be found in the unit guidesand will therefore be excluded from this review.
Thank you for this feedback and identifying this limitation. The team have considered the inclusion of unit guides, however due to the international focus of the scoping review and the difficulty with being able to identify all courses across all countries, we have excluded unit guides from this review.
Line 66-67
